THIRD  REPUBLIC AND THE  CHURCH
" an illusion to believe that the Republic is in France, as in
Switzerland or America, a mere form of government and not
a radically anti-Christian doctrine/'1
But although later events were to show that the Church had
not really abdicated her old claim, the Encyclical's chief im-
mediate effect was, for a while at least, to disarm the suspicions
of all but the most unbending anti-clericals. In vain did
Cl&nenceau warn the Chamber that " the Church had to be
everything or nothing, and that to bring the Pope within the
Republican fold was a superhuman task," a " new spirit"
appeared in Franco-Papal relations; complete toleration was
proclaimed by one Cabinet after another, and, far from new
anti-clerical legislation being brought forward, even existing
laws were systematically ignored; monastic orders expelled in
1880 returned openly and illegally; the Jesuits came back;
the regulations regarding military service for the clergy were
left dormant, and, to quote a Catholic historian, " never had
ecclesiastical property and religious teaching known such a
period of expansion." 2
Why then did not this halcyon peace last? Partly, no doubt,
through the refusal of impenitent Radicals to believe in the
sincerity of the " Rallies " (in which they were wrong) or in
their power to win acceptance of the mass of Catholics (in
which they were right). Clemenceau and his friends refused
to disarm because to them the bulk of the enemy's forces were
still in arms, only waiting for a favourable moment to launch
a fresh offensive.
But the real cause of the failure of the Ralliement to bring
about religious peace was the fact that it was never accepted
by the great mass of those zealous Catholics who controlled
ecclesiastical policy. Not only did these fail to " rally " but
they engineered every possible scheme for the ruin of the
Independent party. Thanks to them, its leaders were beaten
by Republican candidates in the 1893 elections; a new paper
was founded, La Libre Parole^ which endeavoured to identify
1  Piou, op. tit., pp. 40-42. There was some truth in the statement, but whose
fault was it?
2  lbid.9 p. 60.
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